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CHRISTIAN WORSHIP AND ITS ORDER. 


“And they (the Baptized Believers of the G yo lee tedfast in 
the teaching, in the fellowship, in the brouking of the loaf, and in the pray- 
ers of the Aposties.”"— Acts n, 42. 


The true Christian worship is alone divine; because, it 
aloae of all worships extant was divinely appointed. The 
word tx used to signify those acts, either in the aggregate or 
detail by which men draw near to God. Hence there are as 
raapy kinds of worship as Urere are sects among mankind; each 
sect has its own worship and order thereof, But worship is 
homage paid to the Supreme, with whom mankind is not on 
ierins of frien Ishitp. Van has off nded dod: reason, therefore, 
teaches that iis Lee prerovalive of the Yost High to dictate 
do men in whalawagy .y may approach his Majesty. The 
first Pair when sham” and fear, the certain signs of guilt, 
invaded their consciences, ought to hide their own nakedness 
by raiment of their own contrivance, But the Lord God re- 
jected it. He clothed them according to his own mind, and 
appointed them the skins of sacrifices instead of the bloodless 
foliage of the tree. When they entered his presence clothed 
with their own device they were Judged and condemned; but 
when wrapped in apparel of his ap-ointment we find them 
walking in the favor of God; as in the case of Abel. Cain is 
an example of the light in which God views the worship of 
men, when not according to his appointment. ‘Abel brought 
of the firstlings of his flock and of the fat thereof. And the 
Lord had respect unto Abel and to his offering.”—And it may 
be asked, oe ?—Because, it was worship according to the 
Lord’s appointment.—“Cain brought of the fruit of the ground 
a (bloodless) offering to the Lord.” —“But unto Cain and his of- 
fering he had not respeet."—And why?— Because, it was not 
according to appoiatment.: God had not required it at his 
hand. He had, neglected..to do the right thing; and-therefore, 
he was a doer of evil: for the essence of evil-doing is not to de 
what God requires us todo. Cain’s offering was an abomina- 


tion in his sight; therefore, he bad no respect toit, “The sa- 
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¢rifice. of the wicked is an abomination to God."—“If thou 
doest well, O Cain, shalt thou not be accepted? and if thou 
doest not well, sin lieth at the door. 

li a general invade a country and subdue its inhabitants, 
does he permit them to determine the homage or worship th 
will yield? Does he not rather appoir: the homage himself 
and exact it upon pain of his sore displeasure? If he were to 
require of them two million of dollars in specie per annum, 
would he he content, if they were to lay at his feet worn out 
notes to that nominal amount? They might urge, that the 
thought that these would do; bu’ would the general admit their 
thinkso as an equivalent to an actual obedience to his edict?— 
Reason and history testify, that such a principle has no place 
in the aflairs of victors and the vanquished. Neither will God 
admit it; as all his dealing with men attest. His King is the 
mighty hero, whose laws will be made victorious. "Tis he that 
will give laws to the Nations; itis they who must obey or be ex- 
terminated. 

Cain and Abel are the types, as it were, of “the Sons of 
Men” and “the Sons of God.” The Sons of Men are the ge- 
nuine anti-types of Cain. Like Cain, they acknowledge that 
offerings should be made to God; and like him, they claim the 
right of choosing their own ways or worship. The Cainites 
are an erring, headstrong, disobedient, and presumptuous class 
of men. They pass under the names of Atheist, Deist, Infi- 
del, Catholic, Protestant, Monamucede , Jew, and Pagan. They 
all worship something they call God, according to their own 
ppg and in their own order. They are a stiff-neck- 

and perverse generation. They are willing to do any 
thing, but the right thing: and this th y will excuse themselves 
from doing by every conceivable subterfuge or evasion. The 
Abelites, on the other hand, require only to know what God 
commands, and straightway todo it. This is the very essence 
of doing well. 

There is this essential difference then, between the worship 
of the Sons of God, and the worship of the Cainites;—the for- 
mer worship God according to his appointments; which is, 
therefore, a worship in spirit and truth, or divine: while the lat- 
ter worship according to their own devices, which is therefore, 
“will-worship,” or human. As to the Sons of God, it is writ- 
ten,—“the Father requires such to worship him,” and to the 
Cainites the Scripture saith, “in vain do ye worship me teach- 

for doctrine the traditions of men.” 

he homage or wership which God requires of men undef 
this Dispensation is twofold; frat, as regards sinners; and se 
cond, as respects the Saints. He does not ask sinners to per 
form the adoration of the Saints, until they ceaseto be sinners. 
These two classes of mes in the sight of God are as different 
or distinct, and as far removed as darkness and light, error ané 
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truth, disobedience and obedience, rebels and subjects, idola 
ters and true worshippers. The worship, which he requires 
staners to perform is fo obey the G Until they do this 
they are in an unreconciled state toward God. There is but 
one way in which they ean be reconciled. God is reconciled to 
them, and has appointed the way by which they may become 
reconciled to him. He has provided the means of reconcilia- 
jon. A belief of and obedience to the Gospel is the means. 
If they will not believe and obey the Gospel the consequence 
will be fatal, and they will have only themselves to blame.— 
The Gospel stands between them and God; if they would wor- 
! ship him acceptably they must obey the Gospel. t then not 
deceive themselves. God is not to be mocked; he cannot deny 








himself. Their prayers, songs, alms-deeds, &c., are sacrifices 

in which as coming from them he takes no delight. The blind 
- Jew, whom Jesus restored to sight, has stated this truth in few 
| and appropriate terms, to the confusion of all the hierarchies 
. of Anti-christ who teach the contrary;—“we know,” said he, 
t “that God hears not sinners; but if any man worship God, and 
, obey him, that man he hears.” Transgressur! be no longer de- 
- ceived by the pretended “Ministers of Christ” who ravin 
. among you like wolves in sheep’s clothing. They tell you to 
a go up to their altars, that they may pray for you. Their altars 
rd are no altars atall ‘Their prayers are of novirtue. They are 
.. sinners like yourselves, whose supplications are false and abo- 


minable in his sight. They are deceivers and deceived. Th 
°y neither know the truth themselves nor have they obeyed it; if 
‘. they do know the truth, so much the worse for them il they 
~4 obey it not. They are blind, leaders of the blind; end you 
ny know if the blind lead the blind both will fall into the ditch.— 
he They and you may be sincerely blind; but remember if you 
La’ approach the edge of the ditch yuur sincerity cannot save you 
: from falling in: nothing but sight can deliver you. So if you 





a travel on to the grave in mental blindness you will fall into 
hi rdition; unless the truth give sight to your mental eyes before 
for | it be too late. 


The Saints, under this dispensation, are those, and only 
8 those, who have obeyed the Gospel. A Saint isa baptized be- 
late liever of the Gospel. The term signifies a holy one. The 
ore, Holy One is Jesus; the holy ones are his genuine disciples.— 
re There are no such things as Saints, who believe that Jesus is 
the the Christ, repent, and fall short of actual obedience to the 
ache Gospel. If there be in the world other persons called as, 
they must be spurious, for there are no such Saints spoken 
ndet in the New Testament. There are Catholic Saints and Pro- 
testant Saints, but these are not the Saints in Christ Jesus.— 
Aart For any one to be a Saint in Christ, he must enter info him; 
woke and there is.no way of doing this save and except by being 
a8 buried with him in baptism. 
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The Saints, then, or baptized believers of the Gospel, stand- 
ing in a different relation to God than the unholy, have a dif- 
fecent worship to observe suited to their state and character.— 
This worship is coniposed of the institutions enumerated in 
the passage prefixed to this article. The continuing stedfast 
in the teaching, fellowship, breaking of the loaf, and prayers of 
the Apostles, implies, that the disciples not only witnesced the 
performance of these acts, but did in very deed participate in 
them. They heard, believed, and practiced the teaching of the 
Apostles; they sold their estates and laid the produce at the 
Apostles’ feet, that the Apostles might distribute to the neces. 
sities of all the Saints; they eat of the loaf which the Apostles 
broke; and they with heart and mind added their “Amen” to 
the Aposties’ prayers. All these things were “of the Apostles,” 
because, they taught the Saints to observe these, and them- 
selves personally administered them. 

But some may say it these be the sum end substance, the 
partand the whole, of the worship of the Saints; how is it that 
even we who contend only for what is written practice, exhor- 
tation, singing, giving of thanks, and drinking of wince? seeing 
that no mention is made of these things in Acts ii. 42.—To 
this we would reply;—that the four things mentioned in this 
verse are four institutions, which are themselves made up of 
component parts. The institution of Apostolic teaching com- 
prehends prophesying or “the speaking to men for edification, 
and exhortation, and consolation” as well as teaching;—the in- 
stitution ot the Fellowship comprelhends the providing of all 
things necessary for the wants of the Body of Christ;—the in- 
atitution of the Breaking of the Loaf comprehends the giving 
ot thanks for the true bread which came down from heaven, 
&c; the pouring out of the Wine;the giving of thanks for what 
it represents; the partaking of the bread and wine by all the 
Saints; and the hymning of the praises as well as the break 
ing the loaf;—and the institution of the Prayers comprehends 
“supplications, intercessions, and thanksgivings” as well as 
prayers; to all of which the Believers said “Amen.” 

sto the Order of this Divine Wor-hip a few words may 

be added. It is one of the attributes of a good historian to 
narrate events in the orderof their occurrence. Luke wrote 
under the guidance of one who was perfect in this respect as 
in all others. Luke’s experience of the congregations was 
complete. He was well acquainted with their faith and prac- 
tice in all their parts. What more probable then, but that he 
would in writing an account of their acts Of assembly record 
their transactions in the order in which they umformly took 
lace. Even supposing, that the order as set down historical: 

y in Acts ij. 42, were only probable, is there extant among us 
an order of worship amounting even to a probability? The 
order observed in the Churches of “this reformation” as far as 
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I know, with one or two exceptions, has no counterpart in the 
New Testament. The elders follow their own views. Hence 
in one Church, the worship begins with prayers, in another 
with singing, in a third with reading, and so forth; so that, 
there is an entire wantof uniformity. Some object to the or- 
der,as ‘exhibited in,Acts ii. 42, and contend that the worship 
ought to commence with prayers; because, say they, Paul says, 
“I exhort first of ali that supplications, prayers, &¢ be made;” 
and yet they are inconsistent enough to sing “first of all;” so 
that we can but regard their objection as puerile and wanton. 
They cannot certainly believe that there is ony force in their 
argument, or, if honest, they would assuredly ‘ollow out their 
convictions. Will these objectors prove that Paul’s meaning 
is “] exhort, that when you come together on the LorJ’s Day, 
the first thing of all others you do is to pray?”—To me, it ap- 
wars, that, when he said “1 exhort, first of all, he meant I ex- 
sort especially, that when you pray, you make intercessions, 
prayers, and supplications for kings, and all who are in autho~ 
rity, &c” if he meant first of all in order, why has he not said 
what is to be done, second or third, or fourth of all?—For my 
own part, | always prefer that which is more evident tothat 
which ts less so; now there is more evidence for the order of 
Acts ii 42, than for the ever-varying course of the Churches 
called “Reformed.” I jmefer, therefore, to follow it, and 
whenever | have opportunity to recommend it as worthy of all 
reception, 

A place forevery thing, and for every thing a place. In the 
first place, then, ‘rue Teacuinc. The Holy Spirit being the 
Teacher of the Saints, and the Apostolic and prophetic wiit- 
ings containing all that can edily, console, and instruct, being 
the fruits of his inspiration, the Scriptures should be first ex- 
amined by reading and collation as the opening of the service. 
The acquisitvn of knowledge, which is light, should always 
precede gction of any kind, more especially that which relates 
to God. A congregation of worshippers in which the Sersp- 
tures have little or no er is a chamber of darkness. The 
prophetic word is the light which shines in a dark place to 
which we do well to take heed. Without the light of the 
seven-branched-golden candlestick in the Holy Place the Priests 
could not have performed the Divine Service under the Law; 
so without the light of the Holy Spirit shining from the sacred 
pase would the congregation of the kings and priests to God 

unable acceptaly to worship him. The first thing then, to 
be done, when they, meet for the service on the Lord’s Day is 


to light up the brilliants by attending to the Teaching, that 
their beams may shine into the hearts of the worshippers. 

In the second place Tue Fectowsarr.—‘“On the first day of 
every week let each of you lay somewhat by itself, according 
aa he may have prospere 
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well ordered congregation of Christ has sts Treasury.— 
Without a Treasury us widows and orphans will, ii necessi- 
tous, have to depenu on the world for suy port. Wiihcuta Tiea- 
oury, it cannot sound out the word of the uth of the Gospel; 
and so forth. Every Saint is bound, according to his means, 
to contribute to tie bFeslowship or ‘Treasury oi the Lard. No 
one vught to think of eating the bread and drinhi: g the wine 
before he nas paid bis quota towards them. A Ciusistisn oughe 
to have more mdepencence and a greater sense of | rupriety, 
than to set at the Lord's table at the exy ense of his as: ociates., 
No ove is so poor but that he can contribute a m‘te. The 
widow in the Scriptures is an example which puts to shame 
the par-imony of our money-geting and money-ioving genera- 
tion. Sheol her enury, guve all that she possesseu. In thie 
country, we have no widows Whose whole living cces not ex- 
ceed twomites. The King’s tax therefore, oug).t to Le prompt- 
ly, cheerluily, and tiberaliy paid. And as be lei ves the amount 
w our OWD di-cicticn. We have no cause to com) loin. 

In the third place, toke the Loaf, give hanks, break it, and 
then gice i lo the aieciples.—' The loaf, which we bicak, is 
the juint partion atic uo of the body of Christ. Licause there 
is One Loaf, we the many (disciples pot sects), are Cne Bo- 
dy; for we all participate of thatone loat.— 7 hen leke thecup, 
give thanks again, ond give ul also to the cisciples.—The 
cup we bless is the joint participation of the tico. of Christ.’ 
“Drink this all of you:” said Jesus, “for this is (‘he sign of) 
my blood; the blood of the New Institution, shed for many, 
for the remission of sins.”—Having drank this, sing praises 
to God in Psalms, Hymns, and Spiriiual Sones. \isagreed 
that the Hymn sang by the Lord and his Apostles upon this 
occasion, consisted of the six Psalms which ec inposed the 
Great Hallel, and which used to be sung at the Feast of the 
Passover, &c. There were the 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, and 
118th.—Instead of interrupting the cxercises by inappropriate 
sinzing, it ought, as it appears, to me, all to be reserved fdr 
this place. Aiter having listened to the prophetic word, hav- 
ing paid in our contributions, and shown forth the death of the 
Lord, what more appropriate than for the whole Assembly of 
the Saints to sing bis most worthy Praises, and in poetic strains 
to celebrate his sufferings, his resurrec.ion, his exaltation, his 
glorious coming, his triumpbant reign, and so foith, “Sing alse 
with understandipz.” 

In conclusion, ‘Tue Prayeas.—“Keep thy foot when thoo 
goest tothe house of God, and be more reddy to hear, than to 

ive the sacrifice of fools. Be not rash with thy mouth, and 

t not thy heart be hasty to utter any thing bx fore God: for 
God is in heaven, and thou upon earth: therefore let thy words 
be few. A fool’s voice is known by a multitude of words.”— 
“Ja prayer use not a multiplicity of words as the Pagans do, 
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who think that using many words will gain them acceptance, 
imitate them naot.”—"If you forgive nut overs then liespass- 
es, neither wil your Fataer forgive your irespasses.”—"Pra 
also with understanding.”—“Having free access to the Most 
Holy Place vy the blood of Jesus, and having a Great High 
Priest over the house of God, let us draw near with a true 
heart, in full assurance of faita.".—“If we walk in the 
light, the blood of Jesus Carist cleanses us from all sin. If 
we confess our sins, he is Faithful and just to iorgive our sins, 
and to cleanse us from all unrizhteoisness."—“It apy one 
have sinne! we have an Advocate with the Father, Jesus 
Carist, the Just Oac.”—"Li we ask any thing according to hig 
will, he hearkens to us. And if we kaow that he hearkens to 
us concerning whatever we ask, we know that we shall obtaia 
the petitions, which we have asked from hias.”—Amen! 
Tae order of divine worship, then is, 


The ministry of the word in teaching and ‘prophesying? 
Tae Contribution to the Treasury; 

Giving thanks for the Loaf, and eating it; 

Giving thanks for the Wine, and drinking it; 

Singing the Praises; and 

The Prayers. 


OWewnrw~ 


Eptrog. 


Messiecrs Camrrect, Honnicutt, Watt, Futrpo, axe 
OTHERS. 

In the February Number of the Harbinzer, there is a series 
of documents intitled “Dr. Tho nas—Again.” Suadry persons 
figure in these, much to the g.atification of Mr. Campell, and 
to the apparent avnihilation of “Dr. Thomas.” When we 
first perused them, our eyelids widened with astonishment as 
we proceeded, What an alliance, thought we, have we here! 
Mr. Campbell, with two Clergymen, the Ministers of Anti- 
christ, for his supporters, and he himself heralding forth their 
praises upon no other recommendation than their own! And 
against whom does he wield the’r assertions? Azainst on 
whom he used to call his beloved brother, and published to the 
world as “a chosen vessel!” We know that these clerics de 
spise him in their hearts, for, “out of the fulness of the heart 
the mouth speaketh;” and from the testimony of brethren in 
Lunenburg, we are assured, that ‘the Reverend’ Mr. Home 
Missionary Watt, makes it a very smportant part of his Mis- 
sionary va Hos to Fo from house to house to guard some against, 


and to convert others from, the damnable heresies of ‘Alexander 
Campbell and Dr. Thomas!’ As to the other ‘divine,’ we are 
intormed, that since the qualification, or rather the apology for 
the replies to the Lunenburg S ster has appeared, he has spoken 
ef bis new patron in the west, in no very measured nor polite 
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terms! And why have these two ‘Divines’ thrown themselves 
into the arms of Mr. Campbell? Is it out of the love they bear 
him? No, the true cause is, they know that they have expired 
in the public esteem, and that the castigation they have several- 
ly experienced at our hand, has made them a by-word with the 
ple; and seeing that Dr. Thomas has been set up by mista- 
en men asa mark to be shot at, they have availed themselves 
of the opportunity to gratify their revenge by shooting their 
poisoned shafts from M:. Campbell’s bow! We wish him much 
joy in his acquisition of these new Clients; for ourselves, 
we are forcidly reminded of the fact that when Christ was to 
be crucified Herod and Pontius Pilate were made friends! So 
when ‘Dr. Thomas’ is to be destroyed, ‘the end justifies the 
means,’ and a coalition is formed betavcen two Anti-christian 
Clergymen and a ci-derant witness against their Apostacy!— 
Thank heaven! we are not a fourth in such a confederacy; for 
our own part, we would rather suller wrong throngh all ume 
than join hands in such a league. 

We are informed by Mr- Campbell, that he has received a 
very full defewce from Mr. Hunnicut of his account of our de- 
bate. The brethren in Lunenburg tell us, that (hey understand, 
that this ‘very full defence’ was refused a place in the Va. and 
N.C. Conference Journal. Mr. Campbell takes all for grant- 
ed that comes from this quarter; butil Mr. Campbell really de- 
sire to know the truth of the matter, Why does be not write to 
the Church, meeting ta the Forks of Meherrin, Lunenburg, 
Va;—or to Mr. Joel Ragsdale, Hedge Grove, Mecklenburg, Va, 
or to Colonel Richardson, Darrey’s Bridge, Luresburg, Va, 
both Moderators at the Debate, and of Mr. Watt’s ow. selec- 
tion; or to Brethren Stone, Watts, Albert anderson, Arvin, 
and numerous others of that County; er to Brethren A. B. 
Waithall, James M. Jeter, &c of Paiveville, Amelia, who were 
allat the Debate?) Why does he prefer taking the ipse dixit 
of two interested aliens, to the seeking the testimonies of such 
as we bave named? If a righteous judgment were his aim he — 
would act thus; but to gratify the pique of offended vanity, the 
assertion of an ill disposed focal Methodist preacher outweighs 
a host of them! Shame, shame upon such proceeding! 

Mr. Campbell goes on to tell his readers, that he has receiv- 
ed ‘a very well written,’ “candid,” and he has nu doubt, a very 
correct view of the Hebrew part of said discussing from the 

en of Mr. Watt. What does Mr. Campbell, we would ask, 
now of Mr. Watt’s candour and veracity? Before he pro- 
pnounces aipon these, let him write to the Acquinton Church, 
King William, Va; and to Mr. William Stone, Rehoboth, Lu- 
nenburg, Va: and let Mr. Campbell suquire of them what good 
things the can testify to the candour and varacity of this “Pres. 


byterian Clergyman.” Let him write to Mr. Thomas Arvin 
ef Pleasant Grove, Lunenburg, and inquire, if Mr. Wat eid 
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not acknowledge to him that he could not write out his speech- 
es, for he did not knew what he said, or words to that effect; and 
let all honest men bear me witness, if dumng the Debate his 
inattention, whether feigned or real, know not, were not most 
provoking; they can testify that he would tura to Dr. Thomas, 
and in the most lethargic tone, say ‘‘Did’nt vou say so and so, 
Dr. Thomas? I’m sure [ thought you did; but 1 was’nt pay- 
ing much attention.” When Mr. Campbell has received 
replies from these, then let him lay their testimony be- 
fore his readers, that they also may judge whether the candour 
and veracity of his new ally are established beyond a doubt! 

If Mr. Campb Il would preserve his own ‘moral reputation’ 
with his brethren in Lunenburg, Prince Edward, Nottoway, 
and Amelia, the less he “puffs” about Mr. Watt’s ‘moral reputa- 
tion’ the better; we would advise Mr. Campbell as a friend, if 
he would not make shipwreck of his own geod fame in those 
parts, to take care how he presents himself tothe public as the 
champion of Mr. Watt’s prowess. The public knows very 
well, that so far from Mr. Watt ‘completely killing the Doctor 
at one blow,’ he on the contrary, was so dispirited, that he cou'd 
not eke out his succeeding half-hour’s speech by ten minutes! 
And as to his pretended crit’cism upon my “unfortunate blun- 
der,” it was not ull the next day, although he spoke after me 
onthe preceeding day, that, by the help of his friends, the no- 
tion came, into his head, that we said that nephesh taken abso- 
lutely meant “smelling bottle!’ He either misunderstood me 
from gross inattention, or like a drowning man catching ata 
straw, he clung to this for the sake of ridicule. That ourrea- 
ders may be informed, we submit to them the following from 
our manuscript speeches upon the occasion alluded to, and if Mr. 
Campbell! wish to know the truth, let him read it attentively, 
and refute it af he can. 


DR. THOMAS’ SPEECH. 


My friends! On parting with my opponent the other evening, I told = 
that I did not doubt, but I should make a Campbellite of him before I 

done. Little did I think then, that 1 was so prophetie of the truth! He 
has publicly confessed himself to be a discjple of Mr. Alexander Campbell; 
for he acknowledges, that he is indebted to him for mostthat he has to say 
on the subjects in debate. Of this I have long been convinced, from the 
identity of their “proofs;” in his quotation of texts, &c, the disciple his 
faithfully followed his master! But I would say to my fnend, that his case 
ia hopeless; for if:Mr. Campbell, the teacher, have failed to establish the 


- Platonic dogma of the “immortality of the soul,” I am quite sure that Mr. 


Watt, his pupil will not éucceed! 


I would ask Mr. Watt, why he is so inattentive? And why does he not 
reply to the things ~~ . — oy fee ar say 80 —_—2 Dr. 
omas? I'm sure! thought you did, but I was’nt pa much atten- 
tion” is the lethargic spirit with which I have to contend. e acknowl- 


edges, he hawnot paid as much attention as he ought to do; talks of his de- 
fective memory; and of his absence of mind, and then, without any qual 
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@eation, goes on to affirm “Dr. Thomas says s0 and so!” How can one 
who acts in this way, successfully defend a d prove! 
Mr. Wait's religion is certamly a very militant one. The spilling of their 
blood seems to be a proof of every thing, with Mr. Watt, in favor of 
I always thought, ince J learned how to think a nght, that 
itch Divinity wasa very combative affauw. History abundantly testifies, 
that it has been thorwughty baptized in blood of fnends and fovs! But, 
my frends, the religion of Jesus is stained only with the blood of its friends, 
Its weapons are not carnal; it claims no affinity with the sword, the nile, 
Or the spear. No, it teaches men wo love their enenies, not to burn them; 
to save and not to kill.— But we leaving “Plan Dealing” to his 
own reflexion, tu consider the subject of the “innmortality of the Soul,” as 
Plato and his ples term a something slleged to be in man, which they 
cannet define! 
Words are signs of ideas, both common and revealed. Revelation in its 
, me signifies the things revealed or made known by the 
Spit of God. Hence the ideas contained in the Scriptures are spintual 
or things; and these are expressed i Spintual words and phrases, or 
mgne adequate to ther conveyance. Thus Paul says, ‘Now we have re- 
ceived not the spit of the world, but the spunt which comes from God, that 
we might know the things which are gifted to us by God. Which things 
also we speak, not in words taught by numan wisdom, Lat in words ut 
by the Spit, explaining spmitual things (or ideas) in Spintual words.”— 
Now here are two classes of words;—tirst, “words laught by human wis- 
" and secondly, “words taught by the Spirit;” the turiner may be term- 
ed, the language of Ashdod; and the jatter, the language of Cavean. It 
@ 8 rule, wich you will find sustained throughout Senpture, that Spintual 
ideas are never couclid in the language of the Philosuphy. contempore- 
neous with the wnters of the Word, nur are human waditons clothed with 
8 al words. Hence, if a phrase current among the Philosuphers of 
id and the people, be not in the Bible, the idea of that phrase is not there 
ether. Now, the phrases ‘Immortal Souj’ and ‘Immortality of the Soul,’ 
‘belong to the first class, namely, of words taught by human wisdom,’ for 
neither of them are to be tound im the Scripture from Genems lo Revela- 
tou. The phrases were first used by the Leaderso: the Multtudes; whe 
in Scripture are termed ‘animal or natural men.’ My opponent telis us, 
that the ‘Immortality of the Soul’ was bebeved in the ume of Jesus, by Pa- 
gans aud Jews. We grant it, and what then? Why, that natural of 
emmal men undersiood certain of the ‘mystenous wisdom of God’ before 
Jesus tevenled i!) But w say this would be wo contradict the Scnmpture; _ 
for Paul says, that the wisdoin of God on these topics had been “hitherto 
concealed,’ and thai ‘fe and unmertality were broughi to jght by Jesus 
Chnat in the Gospel.’ “Ihe doctune of Immortality ws a ‘Spirntuai thing’ 
end, therfore, hom its vary nature, was incomprehensible tu the world of 
smuimal inen, unul spwitually revenied. ‘Now, says Paul, “an animal men 
fecaves not the things of the Spirit of God; for they are foolishness to 
him.” This is true; for when the Apostle anpouneed the Immortality of 
Man by a resurrection from the dead at Athens, the Epicurean and Stoic 
Leaders of the wnorant myjutude, mocked him fur a Lubbier! And even 
now the Scnptural teaching on this topic is es incredible and absurb in the 
estimation of my opponens ana the mass at it was to them, 
I have said that the phrase ‘Immortal Sou!’ or ‘linmortality of the Soul’ 
ie not in the Bitle; therefore, 1 conclude, that the des or thing is not 
there. But among ‘the words taught by the Spirit,’ there are imme! 
uamortality, Spurit, Soul, and so forth; hence the ideas or things 5 
there too. but Soul ws one idea, an ‘Jmmortal Soul’ quite another, and 
ty is one thing, and ‘Immortality of the Soul’ another. Soul, Im- 
mortal, Liumortality are indeed found in the Bible, but ‘Immortal and 
y of the Soul’ are not, but chictly in the speculajons of 
and i@ Ue systeins of scholasuc divinity, 
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Tt is important, when persons listen to the conversation and discourses 
ef others, that they should, if they would comprehend one another, under- 
stand the language or terms by the speaker. ‘Define your terms,’ 
then, ie good advice, introductory to the investigation of any controverted 
subject. We will take the hint, and endeavour to ascertain the significa- 
tion of certain words, with which we have to do. Aad here I would juss 
observe, that I believe in the soul, spirit, and the doctrine of Immortality 
as taught in the Bible; though I do not at all beheve in the traditions of the 
Apostacy, concerning them. The former, | receive with all my heart; the 
latter, I reject as Pagan, Papistical, and absurd. 


First, then, as to the word sou/. In ascertaining the mean- 
ing of the word, we must consult the Hebrew; for the Buble 
word, whichis translated sou/ exisied in common use among 
the Jews hundreds of years before the English language was 
spoken. That is, when David wrote in the Hebrew language, 
that Go»! would not leave Messiah’s soul in the grave, there 
was no such word as our word soul. 1t will not do, therefore, 
to consult English Dictionaries for its definition; tney merely 

ive the opinions, of Englishmen and Americans; thatis, they 

efine the word soul according to the theories of these people, 
The proper way to arrive at the truth is, to see how rhe e- 
brew word is used in the Bible. And nere. 1 would observe 
that in interpreting the Scriptures, we must define the words of 
Scripture by the doctrine, and by the sense pul upon them 
the Cuntect. It will not do for us to say chat the word wh 
for instance, means ‘a separate and independent immortal spi- 
rit,’ and then put that construction upon it wherever we may 
find it inthe Word. For instance, it says, and ‘every living soul 
in the Sea died;’ it would be absurd to say, ‘and every separate 
and independent immortal spirit’ died!) *Why will you die, 
O house of Israel! according to our friend’s, version, or rather 
perversion of that passage, and definition of Soul would mean, 
‘why will you bring the pains of death upon your separate and 
independent Immortal Spirit! ‘In the day, that thou eatest 
thereof, thou shalt die,’ according to him would be ‘in the da 
that thou eatest thereof, thy separate ani independent Im- 
mortal Spirit shall die! And so on! 

Hence we conclude, that the word. or in fact words in ge 
neral are neverused absolutely or unqualifiedly. but always cone 
textually; that is, that the words Soul, Spirit, Immortal, &c, 
have as many significations as they have diterent Contexts. 
We shall now proceed to ascertain the meaning of the word 
used by the Hebrews, and rendered by the English Translators 
of the Scripture, Soul. 

The Hebrew word is Npheh.or Naphash. Itis a substam 
tive noun, or the nam# of something which has a being. ~Ite 
gender is comraon to male and female, but more usually femi- 
bine. [t is al<o a verhal substantive, that is, itis a noun derived 
from the verb Nophash,* which signifies ‘to breathe strongly, 


“HE these words be read with the Masoretic points, the verb may be gegy 
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pant;’ it also signifies ‘to take breath’ as after fatigue. The 
noun Naphash, has a great variety of meanings, all of which 
depend upon the connexion in which they are used. Gesenius, 
whose Lexicon is before me, has arranged them under five 
classes, with phrases, selected from the Bible, illustrative of 
each definition. Under the first head, its contextual significa- 
tions are ‘breath, breath of life; alsoodour, perfume, which any 
thing breathes or exuaces; and would you believe it, my 
friends, but this ward, which has been so arbitrarily defined 
to be ‘an Independent and Immortal Spirit, is here reduced 
to a connexion with the humble term ‘smneiling botues:’—-- 
Isainh 3. 20. 

Under the second head, we read as follows:—“T he vital Spi- 
rit,” in Greek ‘psuchee,’ in Lann, ‘anima, through which the 
body lives, i. e. the principle of life manifested inthe breath, 
(compare ruach, Lat. anima collated with Gr. anemos) and 
whose seat was supposed to be in the blood, Lev. 17. 11. Deut, 

2.23. Gen. 9. 4.5. Hence file, vital principle, animal spirit, 
Gen. 35: 18. “as her spirit was departing, that is, as 
she gave up the ghost” or her life.” 1. Kirgs 17: 21. let 
mow the Spirit of this child return vo him again,” that is, let 
hislife return. “Exod 21: 23, life for life. ‘Tes life, Spirit, 
anima itself is said to live Gen: 12: 13, Ps. 119: 175." And, 
my friends, mark too, that this same naphash, or Soul, is also 
said ““ro pie, Judg. 16: 39." Also “fo be killed, Numb. 31: 19. 
—to be asked for 1 Kings 3: 11.—to be poured out, as if along 
with the blood, Lam. 2: 12; Is. 58: 12. It is very frequent in 

hrases which have respect to the losing o: preserving of life. 
Werther also in many expressions which have respect to the 
sustenance of life by food and drink, and the contrary, where 
the English Version often renders Naphash by Sond but im- 
properly. Thus the Spirit, antma, is said to be satiated with 
food and drink, Prov. 27: 7. Is. 55: 2; so to fill i. e. to satisfy 
one’s Spirit, Prov..6: 30. and hence Naphash is itself put for 
aliment, Is. 58:10, if thou draw out thy soul to the hungry, and 


satisfy the afflicted Soul,” or if thou give outthy food or ali-« 


ment to the bungry that he may be filled. “So the opposite: 
my spirit hungers, Prov. 10: 3. 27.7, thirsts, Prov. 25: 26, 
fasts, Ps. 69: 11, abstains from certain kinds of food Lev. 30: 
3. ta polluted by them, Ez. 4:14. Also the spirit is empty, i. 
e. hungry Is. 29: 7; fo open wide the life, spirit, i, e. tropically 
for the jaws, throat, Is. 5: 14. Hab. 2: 5.”—And, says Gesenius, 
‘of the Spirit as separated from the body, Job. 14: 22.’—Buton 
turning to this reference we find that he is not suStained in this 
definition. It reads ‘ His flesh upon him shall have pain, and 





nounced, as if written Nophash; the o as o in nol, and the a asain roms. 


the noun, Nephesh. The orthoepy, however, of the Hebrew being 
Cty apes is arbitrary if the pointe be rejected, aud dove pot at 
ai effect the giguification of the terms, 
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&is soal within him shall mourn.’ Job was talking about the 
calamities to which aiaan is subjected in this lite, the effect of 
which is to fill him witk painfnl and sorrowful emotions.— 
“Thou washest away, O , the things which grow out of 
the dust of the earth,” whieh things are the hope of ian who 
tills it; ‘thou destroyest’ says he ‘the hope of man’ by 

and 00 ferta. Now what is the effect of these misfortunes upon 
cultivators? The answer is in the mind of every planter, 
that he is ‘altogether pained;’ his hopes of abundant crops be- 
ing dashed, he is pained and troubled in ody, soul and spirit, 
the whole man, 

Under the third head, Naphash is rendered “the rational soul, 
mind, animus, as the seat of the affections, feelings, emotions 
of various kinds;” in other words, it signifies the Brain, which 
is demonstratively the seat of the feelings, affections, and emo- 
tions. “To it are attributed flere (Amativeness) joy (the pleas- 
sag emotions which flow from the gratifications of Acquisitive- 


vness, Love of Approbation, Hope &c.) fear (Cautiousness) 


piely toward God ( Veneration) confidence (Hope) desire (Ac- 
quisitiveness ) longing or appetite, e.g. for food( Alimentiveness) 
revenge and slaughter, hatred, and contempt, vengeance and 
sorrow, and ae the seat of warlike velour ( Destructiveness, 
Combativeness and Self-Bsteem). It is spoken of the feelings 
in general, “ye know the feelings of a stranger, or how a stran- 
ger or foreigner feels” —~a knowledge, which has been but little 
displayed tcwards me in this debate—1 Sam. 1: 15, [ have 
poured out my Soul before Jehovah, i. ¢. have laid open to him 
iny inmost feelings. 
Words also which themselves express feelings of the mind 
or soul, are often used in connexion with Naphash in this sense; 
thus the soul is said to weep; to be poured out in tears; to cry 
for vengeance; and also to invoke blessings. More rarely things 
are attributed to the soul, which belong rather to the mode of 
feeling and ,acting, as pride, patience, and impatience, to the 
will or purpose; to the understanding or faculty of thinking. 
Under the fourth head, concretely it signifies ‘animal in 
which is the Naphash anima, or life. Josh 10: 28, every ani- 
mate or living creature. v. 30, 32, 35, 37. After animal or tife, 
i. e. endued with life, lining animal, or as more commonly in 
English, living soul, living being, Gen. 2: 7, and very often 
collectively for living things, living creatures, Gen. 1: 21, 24; 
9: 10, 12, 15; Lev. 11: 10. In Gen. 2: 19, and whatsoever Adam 
called them, the living creatures (or souls) that was their name. 
Deut, 24: 7, to steal a soul, B = to on a man. we, = 2, ‘if 
a soul (that is, if amy one) s sin.’ In a census of the 
ple, — souls, y e. persons. Gen. 12: 5, ‘the slaves Pthe 
souls) they had prasire in Haran.’ Haphasd, or —* a sual 
tain contexts signifies ONE DEAD, A DEAD BODY, A C —_ 
Numb. 6: 6, let hit not come near to a (naphash) dead body.’ 
8 
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Under the Afth head, witha suffix, or particle attached, it is 
very frequent b Bog for [ if are he German selb, selber, 


, are all from the same root with 


the German Seele, in sh Soul,.”—Robinson’s Gesenius 


under the word Naphash. 


From all this, it is obvious, that no arbitrary, absolute, or un- 
qualified definition, nor any consistent doctrine, can possibly 
be constructed upon the word used for soul in the Hebrew 
Bible. If one say, that the Naphash, in English Souw/, is an 
immortal spirit, another would turn to Numb. 6: 6, and show 
that the word meant ‘a dead bedy;’ or if a third should affirm ° 
that soul, was ‘a dead body,’ a fourth might turn to Joshua 10: 
28, and show, that it signified ‘a living creature;’ and so through- 
out, to the utter confusion of every hypothesis framed upon any 
one definition of the word. Hence if called upon to define 
the word soul, insulated, as it were, fromevery al phrase 
or word, it would be utterly impossible to do 11; for the mean- 

the word depends upon the context to which it stands 


img oO 
related.— End of the Speech. 


But suppose I had said, without qualification, that nphsh sig- 
nified ‘stnelling bottle,” what will Messrs. Campbell and 
Watt do, with feaiah, 58: 10, where Gesenius says, that Na- 
phash is itself put for aliment” orfood? Are these my fnends, 
so ignorant of language as not to know that melonymically 
naphash life is put for aliment or that which sustains it?) Mr. 

att rang the changes a good deal, for he could do litde else, 
upon the phrase, “why art thou cast down, O my smelling bot- 
tle!” Now, if-he had had sagacity enough, he would have dis- 
covered, that he was displaying his own ignorance and not Dr. 
Thomas’. Surely there is as much proprety in that as “wh 
art thoucast down O my aliment!” But, I will not descend further 
to deprive him of what little consolation he nay draw from 
his ‘spirited and powerful elaboration’ of a smelling bottle. 

After Mr. Watt comes my old friend Henley! Rarped on the 
knuckles first by one and then by another; now pouncing upon 
Scylla, and then upon Charybdis, it is as much as he can do to 
keep his barque from sinking. We believe he means well, 
though he has not the happiest way in the world of showing 
it. Hebas written a letter toMr. Campbell, which bears upon 
its front the mark of haste and misconception. My friend 
says “we have passed no resolution.” I do not know whom 
he means by ‘we;’ but if the reader turn to p. 237 of this vo- 
lame, he will find that I have no where said thata resolution had 
been passed. What I have written there, I declare to have come 
under my own observation; and I can give authority for it too. 
He goes on to say “We had no fears among ourselves that the 

of any man on earth would be an article of faith among 
us;” why then all this agitation about the opinion of Dr. Them 
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as!—He thinks I have treated a communication he refers t& 
with “silent contempt.".—This shows the animus of my 
old friend. Why should he surmise, that I entertain a feeling 
of contempt towards him or his? I protest, that none are con- 
temptible in my eyes except the worthless. I respect him high- 
ly as a man; though somewhat unstable withal. I am so much 
ey yee in brightening up my defensive and offensive armour, 
that I often puta letter aside intending to notice it at ‘a more 
convenient season,’ when it entirely escapes my recollection 
until too old to be of interest. If in so doing I have offended 
my old friend, | ask him a thousand pardons. 

He still harps upon “infants, idiots, and heathens,” which 
at most [ have out incidentally noticed. I refer him to the ar- 
ticle “Things contended for” paragraphs, 17, 18, for a hint up- 
on this matter. Does my friend understand the scriptures as* 
making no difference between those who live under “times of 
ignorance” and times of knowledge; if he does not, I would 
advise him to search deeper before he judge. 

it seems, that he was well nigh denouncing me at the insti- 
gation of some he terms brethren, as well as Mr. Campbell. I 
doubt not but I shall be proscribed by all Churches, which regard 
a hint from Bethany as tantamount to a command: but let “El- 
ders of Churches” remember, that if they judge unrighteously 
they may wrap it up here with Mr. Campbell, but they will 
have to render a strict account to their Lord and ours. 

The next document is signed by ten well-meaning, but mis- 
taken, men. One name, I regret, to see; because, I am persuad- 
ed he acts under the influence of others. But these thi 
will be. They profess to act for the Church, which I believe, 
amounts to about 70 or 80 members. It is dated from Phi- 
ladelphia, in which City I resided about 11 months. While I 
was there, two parties existed inthe Church. Overtures were 
made by one to sustain me, if 1 would remain and endeavour 
to establish a Church upon more scriptural principles, But 
I refused, and prefered rather to leave than to be the leader of 
aparty. The decision of this Church isan ex-parte judge- 
ment. For the last three volumes I have had but two Subscrib- 
ers belonging to that Church. One a Sister, and the other is 
dead. Let the reader judge then, how comer ers these goes 
people are to judge between me and Mr. Campbell!. They 
decide my case upon the testimony (such it is!) of the Mill. 
Harb! Here is a Church cuts me off from its fellowship, be- 
cause of what is termed my dogmatism; for, says the Extra on 
Dr. Thomas, “He went to Philadelphia. I saw him there in 
December, 1833. The brethren in that City im general gave 
him a good character--said that he improved in the knowledge 
of the Scriptures; but was too self opmionated and dogmatr 
eal;”—all this of course in their opinion! The Philadelphia 
£Excommunication is full of such terms as they have learned 
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from Mr, Campbell; such as, ‘an incorrigible factionist,’ ‘abomi- 
nable and subversive speculations,’ ‘a dogmatic and vindictive 
spirit,’ and so forth! 

But these good ple are some of the most inconsistent I 
ever knew. A brother visited them from these parts, and spoke 
much to the edification of them all. He tells me, that he taught 
the very same doctrine [| am accustomed to do, and that it was 
received very well by all but one; who got up and opposed him. 
While this member was speaking, another closed up to 
brother , and advised bim to take no notice of what that 
man was saying, for he was cracked! Or words to that effect. 
And pow we bave, within about four months alter, ten men 
signing on the side of the cracked man, in condemnation of 
the very doctrine they approved when spoken by the mouth of 
another person! Surely, themselves being judges, the cracked 
man was the only wise man among them! 

These ten have as fair names, and they sound as well, and 
with the public, carry as much weight as any other ten, that 
could be put in type; and of whom the world knows as little. 
With eight out of the list, we are more or Jess acquainted. 
Owen Flanagan, whose strength is but weakness, kaows more 
about the Scriptures than the rest put together. | believe he 
was once employed as a reader of the Bible among the peasan- 
try of ireland. He used to meet with a few plain, but worth 

le, before the Church at Bank Street, had a being; I thi 

or two years. I have heard these good folks regret, that a 
ever joined Mr. Ballantyne’s Church; which was constitut 
upon any but Apostolic principles. They informed me, when 
I went amo em, that his company was made up of Messrs 
Heaslit, , Harpham, and, | think, Brindley; with a few fe- 
males of their families. Ballantyne was appointed Elder, 
Heaslit and Harpham Deacons, and Hall and the females the 
congregation. ‘The Elder would leave his flock to minister for 
the Baptists, while the Church at home had to occupy their time 
as they best could, which, | was told, they did 7 siuging, pray 
ing, and reading from a volume of printed Sermons, &c!— © 
As to Mr. Harpham, who, | believe, 1 once met in Cincinnati, 
and who, no doubt, is a very corect man, he was added to their 
Church by a letter from‘a sister Church’ (Dagg’s in Philadel- 
phia, of the Baptist sect) three months after he was made a 
deacon! These are some of the things of which I was in- 
formed soon after 1 went to Philadelphia—things, which speak 
volumes for the intelligence of Messrs Heaslitt, Hall, and 
Harpham, three of the signers of the document before me, in 
the Réetrion of Christ! Owen Flanagan’s party was engraft- 
ed upon this stock, much to their regret, as they have express- 
edtome. John Winfield, if he be the Senior, is a weak, in- 
offensive, and unintellectual man; if the junior, I think, if my 
recollection serves me, be was the subject of areprimand from 
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the Church. I know but little of J. L. Rhees; what little J do 
know is no discredit to him. I believe he is an intelligent and 
moral man. His opiniou of Isaac Cole, a cosigner with him, 
as expressed to a brother in this County, 1 am convinced is 
very correct. Isaac Cole is Son-in-law to the late Mr. Balk 
Jantyne; and, when I left Philadelphia, a deacon of a Baptist 
Church in New Jersey, and at the same time a worshipper at 






Bank Street. He 1s devoted to making money, after ihe 
drives with his whole soul. He is a blustering, jovial good- 
natured sort of a man; but as his brother Rhees says, ws 
little or nothing about the Christian Religion, or w that 
effect. Of Rowzee and Davis, I know nothing, i 

Andrews is the tenth; of him, | say, though he slay me, Iwill 


kiss the hand of my destroyer.. I love him for his kindness to 
me while in Philadelphia; and take this opportunity of expres- 
sing iny gratitude for his goodness. James Hall yet remains te 
be noticed. Hisintegrity may be deduced from the following 
incident. When about to commence the Advocate he promis- 
ed to take two copies. The first number was dated from 
Richmond, as I intended to remove thither. Finding upon 
the presentation of No. 1., that I was about to leave P iladel- 
phia, the following conversation ehsued—Hall—Bro. Thomas, 
I find you are going to R.? You will get no more subseribers 
about here.’ Lreplied, very possibly. MHall.—You will loose 
those you have in this City.’ 1 cannot help it, I rejomed, my 
engagements are made. /all.—If you go it will not suit me 
to subscribe.’ Very well, said 1, do as you please; I want none 
but willing patrons. To Richmond I go!—This incident proves 
two things, first, that after 11 months acquaintance with my 
opinionatedness’ he wished me to stay in Philadelphia; and se- 
condly, that he makes promises without fulfilling them, and 
theretore, his signature goes for nothing in a question of truth 
oretror. Such then, are these my judges, who publicly dis- 
claim all cOnnexion fvith me and those who hold fellowship with 
me in my pernicious views!” I should not have searched them 
thus, had they not stirred me up in self-defence. 1 feel more 
honored by their rejection of me, than I should by their com. 
munion. They are intellectually and therefore morally in- 
competent to sit as judges upon what I believe and teach. 
When they know all that God has revealed in the Bible, it will 
then be time enough for them, when appealed to by both par- 
ties, to ascend the throne of Christ, and render to me andi. 
Campbell ‘according to our work’s. 

Then comes Aldert R. Flippo, to vindicate himself from hav- 
ing any part or lot with me in my ‘thirty-four speculations! — 
He expresses great regret at my course of which, however, he 
is but partially informed. He designates Mr. Campbell's 
defence of New Platonism, as the championshi of a 
“noble cause” against the bold assumptionsof Mater and. 
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Anonihiliation!” That is, in plain english, that it isa noble 
cause to undertake to show that a man can altein to “life and 
mecorruptibility” without obeyirg the gospel! He has ‘charity 
enough’ net to denounce me as “a deluded Meoimonite.” He 
thinks, too, that “the Advocate has pneorly exhausted himself 
on his favorite topics.” But m this bis opimicu he will per- 
hops find himself mistaken. Bro bly pO sh uid recollect that 
all heads are wot equal; and thatif his has becn long since « mnp- 
ted, mine is yet full. 

The result of this apology is that Mr. Can pboell flatters 
him with the peculiar phrase of “our bicther Fuppo.” It is 
“Mr. Flippo” if he be SUsper ted ol rejecting the nostrurm of 
Plato, about “disembodied spirits;” it is simple “brother” if a 
Christian man be thought to waver. but itis “oewr brother Wal- 
thall,” or “our brother Flippo,” if it be theught worth while 
to disengage a brother from me,cr il it be Judged proper to re- 


ward another fur a public condemnation cf “the meorrigible 


*? 


factionist Dr. Thomas.” for whom there is no grace!" 


In conclusion, Mr. Campbell proclaims, that “he will fore- 
stall his correspondents cu this sulject, by intcrming them, 
that, except fiom the Church of Kichmond, of which De. 


The mas is yet a itt wal er. We ce botiiend t i i lish aby fur- 
ther communication concerning his cause.”—Dbut, not co fast 
Mr. Campbell. ‘ 


] am not a member of the Church in Ric! mond; nor have I 
been for the last sixteen months. I belong to the Church of 
Christ, and to that port not mt which meets at Paimer ille, 
Amelia, Va. This Church, asmv reader know, has taken 
up my case, and has addressed the Brethren at large upon the 
subject. I demand, and the Patneville Church demands, and 
the bretbren in these parts, and especially those in the neigh- 
borhood of the Debating ground, they all demand, that, that 
document be published in the Harbinger as sovn as it is receive 
ed. We are advised that, down to the present moment. Feb, 27; 
1838, there has been no meeting m Richmond concerning me. 
My eye is upon their proceedings. | «hall take: care to be in- 
formed of whatever may occur there upon the subject. I shall 
asceitain the movers and the signers, and from that be quite 
prepared for any thing that may issue thence. 


Calm and unruffled in the midst of all, because conscious of 
Metitude, and of being sustained by the testimony of God, I 
look down with commiseration, upon the impotency of my as- 
sailants! May the Lord have pity upon them ail, and forgive 
the unrighteousness of their doings; for I believe assuredly, 
that they know not what they do! 


Epirom. 
Liberty, Amelia, Va. Feb. 2ith, 1838. 
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34: 
My Inripeniry. 

At the Debate, my clerical oppanent said, that he came there to show, the 
tendeucy of Dr. Thomas’ sentiments to infidelity and atheism. When hie 
effort had expired, a gentleman, formerly a B iptist Preacher, and lately ex- 
communicate { with others, because he fellowships me, observed, that he was 
astonishe | any one should charge me with infidelity, or my principles with 
a tendency to it, inasmuch as 1 had convinced more persons of the truth of 


the Chrisuan Rel 


won in that county (Lunenburg) than any other man— 


‘Yes, Sir,’ rejoined Mr. -———- ——, one of the Moderators, ‘if I had never 
heard Dr. Thomas, 1 should have been an avowed infidel long ago.’ 

This anecdote wes reported to me by the brother alluded to about three 
days sin ’«. According to ou Lord's rulk ‘OY A tir fruils you §'t ul know them,’ 


iis incident speaks morein favor of my principles than a thousand pages 

written ig my own defence, Certain interested m: nm would rejoice to suc- 

ceed in metamorphosing me into a disciple of Paine, Volney,or Voltaire, 

Wereit for nothing elise Unan to prove the subiinuity of their own predictions; 

but while I can adduce such fruit as the above, honest men will know that 

my doctnae ts of Chnst and his Apostles, tv the utter confusion and dis- 
} 


or a ’ 
@* @vt U1 Uii LTS. 


Eprror. 


LETTER FROM KING & QUEEN. 
January, 11th, 1838, 


Brother Thomas:—Dear Sir; the present period, among the 
Disciples in Eastern Virginia, is marked by much distraction, 
not uptrequently attended with very unchristian feeling. Op- 
posing parties, in any of the numerous states of civilized, so- 
cial combinations, may be jus‘ly considered one of the most 
serious of evils. Such a state of things may be always ex- 
pected to destroy the best consequences of union, unity, har- 
mony, power, wisdom, virtue or religion, as the case may be. 
Hence, in the wisdom of the Saviour, Ais followers were urg- 
ed to the most rigid adherence to unity and harmony among 
themselves. Many of us have considered the unity and har- 
mony ot the Disciples of the reformation, to be of the same 
character, and hoped that they would be productive of such 
effects as were exhibited by primitive christianity; that the 
word of the Lorn would run, and be glorified in, and by 
us. Much has been according|y accomplished; but we seem 
at length to have falleninto a sort of a “fiery trial,” which for 
a time at least, must cast a deep shade over our (formerly) 
bright prospect. Parties have arisen more or less distinctly, 
among us, and the worst effects of division and strife are to be 
apprehended, The world of mankind, must unavoidably suf- 
fer by any extensive christian aberration. __ 

We, who now take the liberty of addressing you, are ron! 
rsuaded, that our more talented members have contribu 
see in bringing about this state of things. That the breth- 
ten who have been thus influential, have acted under the mast 
eoascientious reasons, we have no doubt. As to ourselves, we 
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wish no disguise as to our course, and are determined, if it be 
possible to avoid tt, not to become mere partizans, contrary to 
the known laws of Jesus our King. We do believe brother 
Campbell’s and your comrse, constitute the foundation and 
cause of our present confusion. There is scincthing, perhaps 
many things, wrong amoug us. Whether you two are to be 
blamed alone, for going betore, or the body of the Disciples too, 
for falling into the way of difficulty, may net be easily settled. 
As far as we can judge, all are honest, and truly sincere, but 
certainly, allare notright. We are all liable to err, but should 
sull seek after truth. Some of the congregations and many in- 
dividuals, have thought it properto express their dissent from an 
unportant “opinion” of brother Campbell, touching the ques- 
tion of what constitutes a christian. Indo'ng so, we did what 
we considered to be our duty towards him and ourselves, and 
will here slop, whether his explanation be sausiactory or not, 
rather than create strife. 


Upon the same great question, in another form, we now 
address you. Your attention has been repeatedly called to 
this subject, in different ways, long ago. You need hardly 
be reminded of a proposed discussion, tendered by one of us, 
immediately alter your introduction of the subject of re-im- 
mersion; nor of a query put by some three or four of us in 
this neighborheod, sometime about /ast May, through brother 
P.B.P. One of us, during last fall, addressed you again in 
reference to this query. You declined publishing, or answer- 
ing these papers. We have determined therefore, jointly, to 
call up these matters once more. We do not mean to meddle 
with your opinions upon any subject whaterer; but upon your 
language and course, do earnestly ask a declaration of your 
faith upon a single, specific pot of teaching and practice. 
The Disciples in this quarter, are divided by your course, upon 
this question. “Are the Disciples among us, who have come © 
out of the Baptist Churches, recognized by Dr. Thomas as 
Christians.” Many among us contend that you do recognize 
such as christians, both in word and deed; while many others 
are fully persuaded that both your language and practice jus- 
tify an opposite conclusion; and not only so, but that you do 
teach that the Baptist denomination is not christian, and ought, 
as you say on page 192 of the current A. Advocate, (taking the 
Richmond church as one instanceof many) to “select some 
good readers from your ranks; let them read to you without 
pote or comment, the instructions of the Prophets and Apos- 
les as contained in the scriptures; accompanying this public: 
reading with a private and diligent study of the word; after siz 
months (but the Word saith to-day] if you believe the teach- 
ing you have heard read, then let every such man and womem 
abey the voice of the Holy Spirit by Peter;—amend your lives 
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and be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ, for the remssion of 


yoursins,” &c. 

Now Dear Sir, with this state of things before you, we, ask 
not your opinion as in exceplions among that people, but, we 
wish you in manly and christian candour, to declare explicit- 
ty, whether you weLteve, from all the testimony and evidence 
presented in word and deed by the mass of us who have come 
out from the Baptist ranks, that we are christians or not, with- 
out re-immersion? You have studied the subject well, and 
known many of us for several years. We desire a short, and 
unequivocal answer. If the question should not appear to your 
clearer mind, to cover the ground fairly, we trust that you will 
take and answer it ina more culbaged sense. Itis high time 
for us to come to a satisfactory adjustment of this distracting 
subject. We urge the insertion of this addsess in the next 
No. of the Advocate. Should you determine not to let it ap- 
pear please return it te one of us without delay. 

Your’s in prusuit of truth, and christian unity, 
THOMAS M. HENLEY, 
JOHN DU VAL. 





To all “im the pursuit of Truth and Christian Unity” 
Greeting. 

In the spring of 1837, I received a query through my wor- 
thy and much esteemed fiiend and brother, Philip Baylor Pen- 
dleton of Smyrra, King & Queen, Virginia. It ran thus— 
“On page 201 of the January Advocate, you speak again of 
the questionable state of hundreds or perhaps thousands of 
those who have left the Baptist Denomination, and seem to 
predicate your opinion upon the ground that they were born in 
Anti-christ. Now we are somewhat perplexed hereabouts by 
your language; and must request you to state, whether you 
mean by the hundreds and t nds exceptions a 

enuine Christians, who hare left Anti-christ? And if se, 
urther inform us how the genuine Christians ean be so, while 
they were born under the like eircumstances with the spurious? 
In other words, do you consider them to have been born of wa- 
ter and Spirit, who have come out of the Baptist Denomina- 
tion? You see | have broken open this letter to put in this 
Query.” 

Various circumstances, which Ido not now remember, pre- 
vented"the query from receiving that prompt attention which it 
seems, the querists desired. Accordingly, brother P. B. Pen- 
dleton repeated it in a letter dated July 4th, 1837. In that do- 
eument, is the following remark;—“some gps! ye will not 
answer the query at others think you will answer it 
evasively; at all events let us have an answer, for I think much 


depends upor it.” 
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This comment impressed my mind with the idea, that there 
was something working below the surface, which did not ap- 
poly the face of the query. I determined, therefore, before 

took any Botice of it, to carry it up with me to the Debate, 
where I expected to meet many brethren from divers parts, and 
to submit it to them for their consideration. The resultof this 
occasioned our notice in the August Number under the Cap- 
ton, “To Correspondents and Readers’—p. 144.—This 
elicited a note from brother Du-Val of King & Queen, dated 
Bept. 15th, 1837. 


Kine & Queen, Sept. 15th, 1837. 


Brother Thomas:—In your August No. of the Advocate 
under the head of replies to “correspondents,” you notice a 
query put, as you say, “through Brother P. B. P.” and state 
your suspicion that it is “a gin to entrap” you in your words, 
suggested by some other person; bro. P. B. P. being ignorant 
of its design. Now as to this matter, you are partially right, 
If Lam right in applying the initials, you are not altogether 
Wrong in your conjectures. The query resulted from a dis- 
cussion between four of the disciples in this neighborhood, an 
bunest discussion of some point taught or asserted by you im 
some hack No. o* the Advocate. Some of us thought that you 
taught one thing. while bro. Pendleton (P. B. P.,) thought dif 
ferently. He had a letter in his pocket, ready to be mailed to 
you, by which, we all concluded to enquire of you as to the 
import of your language. We wish you to settle the matter 
yourself; seeing that we could not. As your words were of 
doubtful import, as proved by our controversy, we thought an 
explicit answer from you, should settle the question. But whe 
dictated the query? which you think a “gin.” If my memory 
serves me, I dictated it, and brother P. transcribed it over hi 
name into his letter. He was equally interested with the rest 
of us, in the subject; we all sought the simple truth. Those 
of us, who objected to what we considered you to teach, wish 
ed you to speak in language which could not be mistaken, while 
bro. Pendleton, who warmly sided with you, or defended his um 
derstanding of your words, had no hesitation, in making fur 
ther inquiry. It is strange indeed, that you should think that 
any thing underhanded was meant, while you had the ostem 
sible enquirer before you without disguise. With brother P%s 

rmission, I would cheerfully have appended my name, 
ad it not been for the fact. that you and I, are not on what 
are called commonly “good terms.” We have desired no s 
cresy in this matter, nor have we employed disguise of an 1m 
proper character. 1! humbly conceivethat it was far more p 
per for bro. P, to put the query, under existing circumstances, 
than it would have been be me tohave done it. Either breth: 
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_ ren Roy or Walker could have given their name with pro- 


priety. 

Your insinuations having been quite pointed, both as to bro. 
P. as well as to some other, I hope that you wiil give this nove 
of explanation, a place in the next Advocate. 

Your's truly, 
J. DU VAL. 


To the spirit and style of this letter, I have no objection, and 
am well satisfied with the explanation in relation to the que- 
ry. Il except, however, to this sentence of it~—*Youand | are 
not on what are cal’ed commonly, “good terms.”—J do not re- 
ecollectever having exchanged an uncivil word with Brother 
Du Val. Save the letter quoted, [ believe, | have received no 
communication from him siace we met at the Acquinton, I 
think, in 1836. On that occasion | took brother Du Val to be 
quite on good terms with me. When last in the lower coun- 
try, in the autumn, | made inquiry upon the subject, and all 
l could ascertain was that I had slighted some letter or other 
he had written. This brought to iny recollection; that I had 
received an epistle in 1835 or 6, on the subject of re-immer- 


| sion. I met Bro. Tompkins of King and Queen, now of 


Mississippi, at Lynchburg, on my return froin*Henry. He in- 
formed me, that there was a letter. from Dr. Du Val waiting 
forme in Richmond. When I arrived in that City, | found it 
there. It was quite lengthy. l read it of course, but being dis- 

sed to let the subject of Re-Immersion rest a while, in con- 
ermity with the wishes of those, who deprecated the agitation 
of the subject, I put it aside for “‘a rainy day,” or until “a more 
convenient season.”—In conclusion, | would observe, that, if 
failing to notice all the letters sent me by my friends, is to place 
me on bad terms with them, I fear my enemies will be far more 
humerous than I have yet surmised. Once for all, let no one 
inscribe my name in his Black Book, because I fail in formally 
tesponding to his comnmunications;—I thank my correspondents 
for their favors, and have, in many instances, been edified, en 
couraged, instructed, amused, and corrected; all of which comes 
home with double force, if their letters be post paid. 

I do not recollect the contents of said letter at this time, but, 
I suppose, this sentence, in the letter signed “Thomas M. Hen- 
ley,” and “John Du-Val,” has reference to something it cou- 
tained;—“you need hardly be reminded of a proposed discus- 
sion, tendered by onefof us, immediately after your introduction 
of the subject of re-immersion.”—Now, let me observe here 
that I did not introduce the subject of re-immersion. It naturally 
flowed from the doctrine of “Baptism fur the Remission of 
sins, “as first taught in this Country by brother Walter Scot 
or Mr. Campbell; and, appeared for the first time, I believe, im 
the Millennial Harbinger. The Editor succeeded in putting & 
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to silence, but not in convincing all the readers of his writi 
and the Scriptures. I resumed its discussion, and was satis 
ed to contend with one opponent at a time, and he the greatest. 
This is my reply to that part of «aid letter. 

My respected friends, add, alluding to this epistle and the 
query, and the Doctor’s note, “you declined publishing or an- 
swering these papers.” This is not correct. In my notice to 
“Correspondents” I said, “nevertheless the query shall be fair- 
ly metin due time come what will.” The time being due, 
they are now (save the letter of 1835 o1 6, which is ] know not 
where) before the reader. It is strange, passing strange, that 
the agitation of this subject should be so much deprecated as 
being of a schismatizal tendency, and yet I should be so ‘re- 
peatedly called upon’ to take it up! But 1 can see! 

_l come nuw more particularly to the letter with the double 
signature. [tis mmthe hand writing of brother Du Val. To 
him, therefore, I atrribute the style and spirit of it. I haveno 
fault to find with either; and, but for brother Heoley’s late epis- 
tle to Mr. Campbell, 1 would very readily ssaeelle to him a 
share in the excellencies it displays. But when ] compare 
that document with the manuscript before me, I discern so 
marked a difference, that the vinegar of the one curdles his 
part of the milk of the otherto some extent. There, he writes 
in a spirit, which dictates the title “Dr. Thomas,” while here it 
is “Brother Thomas, Dear Sir; there, | am accused, while here, 
Iam reasoned with; there, he is a judge upon false premises, 
while here he is “in the pursuit of truth,” there, he threatens 
me and lets me into the true secret of the letter before me as 
far as he is concerned:—“I have been requested;” says he, “to 
unite with brethren to address him plainly, that they will not 
any longer countenance any man that writes as he does, before 
you disclaimed fellowship with him. / put them off until he 
answered the queries, or could learn clearly his riews.”— 
The threat is this, if I answer this letter according to my con- 
viction, which I shall do, he and some others will join with 
Mr. Campbell in unfellowshipping me, and very soon send me 
vastly more than twenty discontinuances! I am glad that I 
have delayed till this time the answer of the query. As I 
write not for money, but for what I believe to be the truth, let 
me say to all terrorists, that is, to all who would frighten me 
mto their way of thinking and actin » that the loss of the fel- 
lowship ofall Christendom, reformed or unreformed, or the loss 
of every subsriber I have, will not weigh one feather with me 
in avowing or pleading for what I believe the Scriptures teach. 
I concede to every man the right of maintaining what he pleas- 
es, provided he “ome not his neighbor in liberty, reputation, 
property’ or life. If he teach error, the truth is stronger than 
error, and will ultimately overthrow it. The intelligence and 
faith of that Church is composed but of flimsy materials, which 
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are to be sapped, mined and overturned by the “speculations” 


of men! —WhatI concede to others, I claim for myself; and as 
long as [| have a pen to write, and a paper to transmit my con- 
victions I shall publish them without regatd to sinister ap- 
peals tomy hopes or fears.—Itistrue I have rich opponents, but 
L have alsorich frends, to whom the support ofthe Advocate 
would be atrifle. Lf therefore, I am to be put to silence, it must 
be by the power of truth, rationally and argumen*:tively sus- 
tained, and not by mecaces or proscription. 

Brother Henly put off his friends until, he cou'd learn 
clearly my views. Now, my worthy friend, knows *m 
views very well. While [| lived in Richmond he cal- 
led upoa me, and we conversed upon the subject. At 
the end ( { our conference he expressed himself satisfied, 
and that he understood me. Until Mr. Campbell appealed to 
the sympathies of the Eastern Virginians, brother Henly proved 
by actions hts friendly disposition towards me; since that time 
all the world knows the rest. I met him at Smyrna, in the au- 
tum of 1837, for the first time, after his “defence.” I greeted 
him with the atmost cordiality of heart face and hand; though 
my salutation was met with the most frigid, and gloomy form- 
mality. I wa amused, but not at all offended. In proof of 
this, L requested him to take part in the exercise of the morn- 
ing; which he did. ta his invecation he styled me “thy’ser- 
vant” that is, of God. When our meeting was dissolved, he 
invited :ne to go home with him; but, being previously engag- 
ed, L declined. At that visit, | saw nothing of brother Du Val; 
nor did brother Henty say ene word tome abont the topics ia 
debate 

tro. Henly thinks me inconsistent in calling him a brother, 
i think him much more so in calling me one after his “Belov- 

| Brother Campbeil” has told him, that [am no better than 
a deluded Mormgnite, and that his brethren should not even 
fellowship thase who fellowship me. Now if brother Henly 
fellowship me, he is manifestly excommunicated by the Churéh 
in Philadelphia, which has echoed the sentiments taught them, 
by Mr. Campbell! This appears to me to be the previous ques- 
tion—wwill Thomas M. Henly and John Du Wal, who are in 
fellowship with Alexander Cay ipbhell, fellowship John Thom- 


ae 


“aa. wiiown he has pronounce lta be Ss! Aa rled from the faith? 


_{f they will, then, Alexander and his Philadelphia brethren 
eut them off; for the latter “publicly disclaim all connexion 
with him, and those who hold fellowship with him in his per- 
nicious views.”—But if, they will not—then itcan be a matter 
of no importance to Messrs Henly and Du Val, whom Dr, 
Thomas does or does not fellowship! You see, reader, the di- 
lemma; and you see also, how much more of feeling than of 
principle there is im this affair. 

But as to this matter of fellowship. If one enquire of me, 
Fr 
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‘whom do you fellowship?’—I reply, thatit is not a matter of 
choice, but of necessity with me, if I would stand myself in 
the tellowship of Jesus Christ. If 1 be myself in Christ, { am 
bound to fellowship all others in the same situation. If a man 
convince me that he is in Christ and of correct deportment, it 
is at my peril, to refuse to fellowship him as a brother. On 
the other and, I cannot in my conscience fellowship a man, 
who is not in Christ. | fellowship no man, because he is caill- 
ed a reiormer or a Christian. In passing through life we are 
obliged to take much upon trust, bat when we come to particu- 
lars, if 1 give the right hand of brotherhood to another, it is be. 
cause, I believe, that he has obeyed the gospel of Jesus Christ. 
In this, however, I may be deceived; my be lief may be credu- 
lity: but uutil I discover my error, | must fellowship him. 
regard no immersed man as Christian, who has not beherv- 
ed and obeyed the Gospel preached by the Apostles. 1 have 
nothing to do with names, parties, or denominations in this 
matter of fellowship. | can fellowship some, who are yet Bap- 
tists, some Reformers and some Dunkards; not, however, be 
eause they are Baptists, Reformers, or Dunkards, but because 
they shall have understood, believed, and obeyed the Gospel of 
Jesus Christ. As things are. there is no denomination that cam 
scripturally be termed the Body of Christ. For myself, 1 am 
a member of no ‘Denomination,’ nor do | ever intend to be. I 
would no more endorse for all men called Reformers not pre 
viously Baptists being “in Christ.” than I would for all Bapusts 
the question with me would be, ‘have you obeyed the gospel 
Christ, and do you continue to walk worthy of that gospel, as 
taught in the New Testament? After this was satisfactorily prow 
ed, | would receive him into my house as a brother and ‘bid hit 
God speed.’ Further than this, as an individual, | am not to go. 
If asked my conviction in relation to the Baptist Denomuina 
tion, as a denomination, I reply, that, from observation, a 
from the testimony of Baptists themselves, | am persuaded 
that it is exceedingly corrupt. Whatever the Body of the Im 
mersed was tefore 1685, 1 am convinced, that from that date 
until the era of the French Revolution in 1790. they constite 
ted apart ut the two symbolic witneses, whoses dead bodies lay 
three days and a half wnburied in the street of the great City, 
which is spiritually called Sodom and Egypt. When “the 
breath of life from God entered into them,” the Testimony ¢ 
the Immersed against Anti-christ and in behalf of the Gosj 
of Christ revived in the old world. From thence it has bee 
sn through the oew, though amplificdin various wa 
his testimony has been rejected by the Baptist Denom 
tion, which, as a Denomination, has identified itself witht 
sects of the Anti-christian kingdom and thus become “part 
parcel of the Symbolica!l Babylonish Empire.” 
It is impossible lor me, were I appointed to the office, to 
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whether the mass of the people among reformers, who have 
eome out from the Bapitst ranks are christian or not, without 
re-immersion. Correct moral condnctis no proof that the sub- 
ject ts a Christian; although correct moral conduct is essential 
to constitute a man a good Christian. There are good moral 
people, in the popular sense of the phrase, in all sects. I was 
a person of goo! moral conduct, but not a Christian, before [ 
obeyed the gospel, my morality, however, would not have sav- 
ed me without obedience. My faith upon the matter is, that I 
do not believ, that any one is a Christian who has not obeyed 
the gospel; and that fifty re immersions would not make him 
such, unless the fifueth was predicated upon an antecedent in- 
telligent belief of the gospel. Now, if any man would know 
whether he be in the faith, let him examine himself, and com- 
pare his case with that of the primitive Christians: if his and 
theirs are identical, then, he is sate; but if they be not, all I 
can say is, | would not die in his state for a thousand worlds. 
Brother Henly in his letter to Mr. Campbell asks where I 
found any Apostle advocating re-immersion. To this I answer, 
that Paul prescribed a re-immersion to twelve men called “dis- 
ciples” at Ephesus, and that the reason why he did so was be- 
eause their first immersion was predicated upon a wrong faith. 
This is precisely the ground [ take. When “the gospels” Epis- 
tes, and Acts were penned, the doctrine of the Spiritual Ba- 
bylon had not been published, therefore. the disobedient of that 
time were net identified with it; but when the Apocalypse 
was wrilten, afler times were informed, that certain terme 
God’s people would belong to that my-tical Empire, and that 
in order to escape punishment, they must come out of Babylon. 
Now, the questién is, Wat pores comune our or BaBsyLon 
consist in?—Yes, my readers, that is the question! 
Epiron. 


Liberiy, Amelia, Va. Feb. 26th, 1838. 





THINGS CONTENDED FOR. 

At this “Crisis” some may wish to know what are the things 
eontended for by cur Advocate. For the information of such 
inquirers we observe. } 

1. That he requires liberty of speech, and the free discusgion 
of al subjects which to any one or more persons In eps | 
may appear to be revealed or treated of in the Scriptures; an 
at the same time, he deprecates the magisterial, or authorita- 
tive, interference of any man as a judge of controversies, or as 
a “Commander in Chief” on earth in the Army of the Faith. 
For, he contends, that, as the spiritual gifts of “the word of 
wisdom” and “the word of knowledge” are not now impart- 
ed, there lives not the man among men, who can of right say 
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concerning questions in debate, that this or that is “specala- 
tive or untaught.” He may of right say, that a question is 
speculative, or that itis untaught in the Bible tn Ars judgment, 
but to do otherwise, thatis, to affirm posiuy ety, isto assume 
that he knows all that is revealed, that he is infallible in judg- 
ing, or inspired. An Apostle or other Inspired Believer could 
infallibly pronounce certain questions to be untaught &c; but 
all that the uninspired of after times, especially of this day af- 
ter solong a nightof intellectual and moral darkness as that 
of ages past, can without presumption do, is to qualify their 
decision with as it appears to them. To do this would be to 
receive one another without regard to doubtful disputation. 
Hence the subjects of the One Lord. the One Faith, and the 
one baptism,” if they did not see eye to eye in all things, would 
at least “agree to differ,” harmoniously. 

2. He aims atthe organization of communities, all of whose 
mem be rs should have undersloc d. believed and cbe ye d THe Gos- 
rel. 

3. He deprecates the indiscriminate amalgamation of all 
persots because they havi bee n dippe d and allerw: rds assent- 
ed to a theory however true ii may be. He coutends, that it 
should be shown that the mind has been enlightened by “the 
word of the truth of the gospel” previous to immersion, before 
an immersed person is recognized as a brother 19 Christ. 

4. He deprecates a resort to violent measures with respect 
to the nmmersed already in the Churches called “reformation 
Churches,” who have seceded from the Japtist sect; vet he 
would not, that the truth should be witheld from them by those 
of their associates who are ecnvinced of the necessity of an 
intelligent obedience to the gospel for Remission and a utle to 
Eternal Life. He is convinced, that this will be adequate to 
accomplish a genuine reformation in all sincere enquirers af- 
ter the truth who have come out of that corrupt denomination; 
and of whom he doubts not, there are many umong ‘reformers.’ 
But should this fail, then he would leave them in the hands of 
the Righteous Judge of all; who will determine impartially, and 
without respect of persons. 

5. Asto ze members of the Baptist Sect still identified with 
it, he would as an individual express his decided negative to 
their admission intoa Church of Christ unless they cou'd show, 
that they had understood and belierad the gospel before they 
were dipped, and had subsequently demeaned themselves up- 
rightly, ama’ a good report with those without. VW they 
could not establish this satisfactorily, yet did, on their applying 
for admission, then understand and believe the gospel, and de- 
sited to be identified as citizens of heaven, having determined 
to walk worthy of the gospel, he would suggest the our 
of requiring them to be buried with Christ ia baptism, thoug 
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they had been previously, yet indeed ignorantly, immersed. 

6. He contends, that the indiscriminate admission of im- 
mersed persons has filled many of the Churches with ignorance, 
and corruption; aud from experience, he knows, that such “re- 
“formers” have in certain places made ‘this reformation’ eon- 
temptible. 

7. He pleads for an Eldership, whose plurality shall be pro- 
portioned to the bulk of the several Churches, and that, with- 
out respect to pecuniary considerations, the Presbyters be elect- 
ed unanimously, or by an overwhelming majority, or by silent 
approbation or acquiescence in certain persons named, or by 
ihe nominated drawing lots; and he pleads for this as most 
scriptural in bis judgment, and in order to guard the rights of 
the poor, and to secure an equal administration for all. And 
he contends further, that the nomination be made in rigid con- 
formity with the description of what the man ought to be, who 
would exercise the office of a bishop; a description of cha- 
racter, which, heis persuaded, may be easily found in a Church 
of Jesus Christ. 1. Tim. iti. 2—7, Titus 1. 7—12. 

8. He contends tha. the votes of majorities of the whole 
congregation are unscriptural, and calculated to oppress virtue 
and to establish vice. That the majorities of old, voted 
Christ out of doors, and anti-christ ip. In Corinth, the votes 
were three to one against Christ, who was at last voted out, 
and compelled to fly into the wilderness. He contends, that 
the discipline of the Church is scripturally in the hands of the 
eldership, which by a decided, and nota bare majority, or cast- 
ing vote, he thinks ought in the presence of the Congregation 
to determine, not according to rules cr bye-laws of their own, 
but by the written laws of Christ and his Apostles, the affairs 
of the body. 

9. He contends, that no citizen of the kingdom ought to be 
separated from a Church of Christ for constructive heresy. So 
long as a brother maintain his adhesion tothe faith, and con- 
tinue to walk worthy of his vocation, it is arbitrary, oppressive, 
and exceeding'y despotic to pronounce hima “heathen man 
and apublican” in relation to Christians, because he holds senti- 
ments which all the world, and even numbers of his brethren 
have not received, for there ever will be controversy concern- 
ing things revealed until the appearing of Jesus Christ. 

10. He contends for the order of Christian worship as set 
forth in the first article of this number of the Advocate. 

11. He contends for an inspired Psalmody to the entire re- 
jection of the rhymes now in use, because, of the poverty and 
fictitiousness ot much of their matter, together with the flat- 
ness and puerility of their style. ‘ 

12. He »rotests against the use of big meeting wager | in 
the conversion of men. He contends, that we are bound to 
follow the practice of the Apostles and of their associates im 
r3 
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this matter as well as in the worship of God, for if prosely tes 
are to be made, who shall be an ornament and giace before 
men, it is by the power of the truth, and not by human expe- 
dients, that they must be brought ove. 

13. He contends that no teligionist, or sect of religionists 
whatever, ought to be recoguised as in Christ, or as Christian 
ip the scriptural sense of the w ord, ubless they have belheved 
and obeyed the gospel as plainly recorded in the New Testa- 
mInent. 

l4. He protest most conscienciously and unqualifiedly 
against every sect or denomination of ¢ hristendom, the excep 
tien, No. 13, alone excepted, as so many sections of the king- 
dom of Anti-christ, and therefore, that no ecclesiasucal fellow- 
ship, or communion, ought to be held with them by a Christian 
im the ught, word, or deed. 


1h. lie « ntends tor the testimony of the Word. to th effect, 


that the lime is ¢) upon us, when Christ Jesus cur Lord and 
King wil be revealed trom heaven wath the ucderness and 
unexpectedness of lightning ‘and that when | mes he 
will laisse th rivhLicous dead, change the rroyet us living; 
and punish every soul of man in Iile, fas r estate; 
Without respect persons. Who either knows not ¢ or who 
has hot obeved the G spell s 

1b. lle cout Is, thatthe Scriptures teach. | elect, t} nt 
men derive pothing trom A in tmortlaiity 3 uy, soul, 
and spirit, the whole persor.” Tl is wilat he ns, when 
he savs, that man telyv al tometer tle con- 
tends. that the j oa ‘ ere qe t ween atl uly! i mano ul d 
all otherant iis 13, Ubal Gsod ha constituted Niue ihat he 
is susceplilile ol Irn rtaitiv, that is, that hea, capable of at- 
taining to Kiernal Life by an mtelligent oly dienes tothe come 
mands and appceintments of his Creator; which the iuieror ante 


mals are not. 

17. He contends, that if after Adam’s Expulsicn fiom Eden 
God had nut inter'ered any further in human ali: the race of 
man would ultimately have become extinct, like t! cecs of the 
Mammoth, Ichthvosaurian and other species. Dut that God 
did interfere, and that the result of that interference was, that 
he offered eternal life TO ALL WHO WOULD OREY 
HIM under the several dispensations that have obtaincd, and 
to none else. 

18. Consequently, that in this age, if any of Adam’s race 
would become Immortal he must obey Tue Gosres.and walk 
worthy of itafterwards. \mmortality isa thing to be sought 
for, and can be attained only by those who are able to seek; a 
seeking which must be in God’s way, and notin man’s, Ap 
intelligent man can discern all the consequences which flow 
from this position—consequences which it is not always well 
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to submit to the scornings of vulgar prejudice; upon the prin- 
ciple that we should not throw our pearls before swine. 

19. That the unjustified are raised to liie to be tried; sen- 
tenced, and executed, not by virtue of any inherent spark of 
immortality, but by the recreating or reoigauizing power of 
God. 

20. That when men die, they return to dust, and so long as 
they continue under the power of death, dust they remain; but 
that when the periods of the Resurrectious come, they will rise 
from their ashes to life; which lile wall either be continued to 
them endlessly, or terminated again ciolently, according as 
they shall be rizhteous or wicked during their waimatl lives. 

21. He contends that there is no Reniission of Sins without 
Odedience in the strict import of that term. Nothing short of 
obedience to God’s will whether under this or other Dispensa- 
tions, will obtain tora man f rgiveness of sins or a Utle to Eter- 
nal Life. And this doctrine the Advecate con-i ers enhances 
the value of the Ancienr Aposro.ic Gospe. icn thousand 
fold. 

22. He contends, that it is the Holy Spirit. who alone con- 
vinces the world of sin, of righteousness, and ot yodgment to 
| ‘3; and that 
! spiritual 


come: that he is the Comlorter of all true be. 
he both convinces at | comtorts in the abse 


gilts, whicn were r Strict Ine Aj ostohic Ace the Whitten 
Wored alone; for, he contends, that if Gol were to speak with 


rom the heavens to convince yon. orto com- 
itten in the 


an audible { 
fort the faithtul, he would add nothing to wi 
Books of the Old and New Testaments. 


These things he submits to the candid an partial con- 
sideration o! all noble minded people. He ‘ea -uch to de- 
termine whether infidelity or athetsm lurk ben ot) them. He 
is convinced, that these things are true. Hi . not, there- 


| 
fore, to contend for them earnestly though a ‘lesiastica} 





tempest may rage on every side. In thee, O i, do I pug 
my trust! ; 
[prroa 
TESTIMONY 

inre 

Mesens Campoeit, Nunnicor, Warr anv Toe “Rsuieioos 
Herawp,” 
versus 
Tae Eprron or tas Apvooats. 


The completion of the present number of our paper Bas 
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been somewhat defered in order that we might give insertion 
to certain documents from Lunenburg in relation to many li- 
bellous ef caferas, which had by various persons, beea impos- 
ed for truths concerning us upon the public. We have not 
room in (bis number for the article of the R. Herald; we shall 
publish it in our next. Upon receiving it, we despatched a 
messenger to the vicinity where the Debate occurred, some 
forty or fifty miles from hence, that he might lay its contents 
before those who heard the Discussion, and obtain from them 
their judgment ia the case. He has just returned after an 
absence of about twelve days, being the bearer of writings 
which testify most satisfactorily in our behalf. Thus far, ‘all 
things have worked together for good.’ Mr. Campbell's deci- 
sion in favor of Mr. Watt, upon no other testimony than Mr. 
Watt's recommendation of himseil; and the Religious Herald’s 
Sub-editor’s co-adjutorship with that person in deceiving the 
Baptist Public—have had the effect of rousing certain of the 
Citizens of Lunenburg, to right the injured, and cheer up the 
heart of the courageous in the faith. They have subscribed 
upwards of three hundred dollars for the immediate publica- 
tion of the Debate, and have abundantly testified their sense 
of our labors upon that occasion. One goes on to say, that the 
Advocate will be supported, and that he, if necessary, will sub- 
seribe fifty doliars per annum to sustain it. But. this extra- 
ordinary aid, we trust will not be needed. With these few re- 
marks, tor we have room for no more at present, we introduce 
to the notice of our readers the following address from the 
Churck of Christ assembling in the Forks of Meherrin, Lu- 
nenburg, Va; where our testimony against the Apostacy was 
held forth. 
Eprrom 


Liberty, Amelia, Va. March, 10th, 1838. 


We the Congregation of Christ, worshipping at the Fork 
Meeting House, in Lunenburg County; the place at which 
the debate between Mr. Jno. S. Watt and Dr. Jno. Thomas 
was held, which eommenced on the Ist day of August, and 
eontinued during five days—to the brethren in Christ Jesus.— 
Whereas Bro. A. Campbell has called upon the Congregations 
generally, to act upon the decision of the Congregation of 
Paineville, to which Bro. Thomas belongs, which decision is 
published in the Advocate, and acquits Bro. Thomas of the 
eharges brought against him by Bro. Campbell and others, or 
some of them at least; and in as much as many evil reports 
have been circulated concerning the debate, between Dr. 
Thomas and Mr. Watt, to the prejudice of Dr. Thomas, we ia 
all due benevolence to Bro. Campbell and Bro. Thomas, sub- 
mit the following report to the publics but before we p 
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owing to the existing state of things, think it advisable to give 
a concise history of our Congregation. On the 26th day of 
November, 1534, we were constituted, taking the word of the 
Lord, as contoined tn the Old and New Testaments, for the 
rule of our Faithand Practice. Since our Constitution we have 
generally met on the first day of the week for worship; many 
have gone away trom us, not on account so much of re-immer- 
sion as we believe, but because they were not agreed with us 
in the belief of Baptism for remission of sins, for so far as 
they have expressed themselves to us, they say that if Bap- 
tism be for the remission of sins, they have not been Baptis- 
ed. Notwithstanding, many have left us, our number is not 
diminished, having been supplied by additions, andour strength 
is generally increased. Our present number being about for- 
ty-three white members who agree with Bro. Thomas, in the 

octrine conce: ning life and incorrupubility ; several re- 
maining veutral, for whom we cannotanswer. We regret to 
see the division which has or is likely to take place among a 
people, who profess to have taken the word of God for their 
faith and practice re rardless of the opin) ns of men in relation 


to the christian relig on: butb ‘ing more zealous for the cause 
of truth, than | pinions of men, and being determined to 
defend it at all hazards, do highly disapprove Bro. Campbell's 
course in fe: 1 to Bro. Thomas, and hearuly approve the 
decision ihe Pamneville C ugregation, as pu. ished in the 
Advocate. 

The vext thing which claims our attention, is the many evil 
reports go i concerning the Debate above named. Ist. 
The report Nir. Jas. W. Hunieutt is correct concerning the 
principal subject debated, being “the immatertally or mmor- 
tality of the Soul.” and he has admitted to one of our Breth- 


ren, that the balance of his report was principally his conclu- 
sions or views drawn from the Debate and Advocate, 
many of Which we say are not true, and call on Mr. Hunnicutt 
to prove his report if he ean, which he says he can do, as pub- 
lished in the Harbinger, and we hereby state that nothing will 
be admitted as proot but Dr. Thomas’ own words, that all may 
have the priviledge of arriving at their own conclusions; and 
to prove to Bro. Campbell, that he ts the intended victim of 
this designing Clergyman, we would say to him, tbat Hunni- 
cutt has been heard to say, that he always entertained a con- 
temptible opinion of him, and more so since his defence of 
Protestantism in his Debate with Bishop Purcell, and that Dr. 
Thomas was much‘ more consistent than A. Campbell. 2nd. 
As regards the report made by Mr. John S. Watt, as publish- 
ed in the Religious Herald, we would not notice, had it not 
obtained a circulation far beyond the bounds of his acquaint- 
ance. Mr. Watt would make the impression on the public 
mind, that Dt. Thomas was unwilling to discuss the immor- 
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tality of the Soul, by his not taking up that subject until the 
evening of the second day of the Detete; which was not the 
ease, for in Mr. Watt’s first speech, he threw out many insinu- 
ations, or charges iv relation to certain things believed by Dr. 
Thomas, and speaking in relation to the Presbyterians; asked 
if it was a “new thing for Presbyterians to be liberal?” which 
made it obligatory on Dr. Thomas to give a History of the 
Presbyterian Church, in whicis he shewed it was a new thing 
that they should be liberal, and called upon Mr. Watt to shew 
from the Scriptures if becould, whether Presbytcniaas preach- 
ed the same Gospel that Paul preached; afler having shown 
from the Scriptures, in connexion with Mr. Watt's text, as re- 
cornied in Gal. Ist chap. 8 v., what that Gop: | was. From 
the impatience of Mr. Watt and others, Dr. Thomas was re- 
quested to depart from his general order and discuss the sub- 
ject of immortality, about which Mr. Watt had made somuch 
ado, which he did; and so far from Mr. Watt's “kiling the Dr. 
at one blow,” a 


s Bro. Campbell has said; he was entirely un- 
able to answer Dr. Thomas; not occupying bis full time in his 
speech which i; thereby making the trnpression on the 


minds of many. that he would not be able to | oul much 


longer; but in this opinion they were mistaken; and it was san 


by a Dr. of Phy<ic, who is a member of the M. viiet Socie- 
ty, and opposed tot loctrine maintained by Dr. ‘Thomas; that 
all the credit he could give Watt, was, that eonld endure 


more than a 
tease the Dr.” 

Asto what Mr. Watt has said about the pronunciation ot 
the Hebrew word Napbash, and Dr. Thoma rence of the 
Hebrew, he ackn edged the explanation given j Dr. Thom- 
as of the pronunciation. 

Dr. Thomas did not condescend to notice his knowledge of He- 
brew or any language, but informed Mr. Watt, that he 
knew enough about the language to prevent being mmposed 
upon by the criticisms of cle reymed and others, and e uld fir. 
his own words without the assistance of arcther, which itis 
presumable Mr. Watt was not able to do, as his fricnd searched 
out his Hebrew words for him, notwithstanding all his pufhog 
with regard to his Hebrew criticisms. 

As regards Mr. Watt's accusation, that Dr. Thomas would 
make the impression on the public mind, that he read from a 
Hebrew Bible instead of the Lexicon, is untrue, for Mr. Watt 
urged Dr. Thomas to define the word Soul, which he shewed 
from the Scriptures, had no absolute meaning, but was depen- 


wan he evér saw, and that all he did, was to 


- 


- 


dent on the context, Reading froma Hebrew Lexicon, whose 
author we do not recollect, showing therefrom the many defi- 
aitions given that word, informing his audience before reading, 
shat it was a Hebrew Lexicon. 


Now, in conclusion of what we have to say, in relation Ww 
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the whole matter, is, that we believe, Bio. Thomas scripturally 
and logically defended all the points discussed during said De. 
bate, making at least 12 or 15 distinct points, which he called 
on Mr. Watt from day to day, to answer if he could. We 
leave those who were present to say, whether Mr. Watt met 
these points or not, and do further say, that we believe Mr. W's 
object to have been in the communication as published in the 
Religious Herald, for the purpose of forestalling public opinion 
with regard to the Debate; and think it exceedingly strange, 
that he should be able to give a correct account of that which 
he acknowledged himself unable to do, when called on by Dr. 
Thomas to write his speeches, in order that they might be pub- 
lished in the forthcoming Debate. 


We thick it a matter of common justice to al! persons, when 
accused or falsely represented, that they be heard be‘ore 
they are condemned, and hope the Brethrenand Friends will sus- 
pend their verdict until the evidence is fairly laid before them 
in the forthcoming Debate: 

Bigned by order uf the Congregation, 

‘WM. A. STONE, 
WM. 8S. WILSON. t Eiders. 


P.S. We resvectfully request that Bro. A. Campbell, Scot 
Shepard, Colman, Thomas, and all our editorial Brethren, wil 
publish the above communication in their papers. and that the 
Editors of the Religious Herald, and Va.and N.C. Conference 
Journal, as they have given one side of the question, will give 
ita place in their papers, in order that the fricnds of Trath 
and Free Inquiry may have a better opportunity of arriving at 
correct conclusions concerning said Debate. 

WM. A. STONE, 
WM. 8. WILSON. 





CERTIFICATE OF COL. J. G. RICHARDSON. 


Bro. Stone, one of the Elders of the Fork Congregation, 
has also forwarded to me the Certificate of Co!. J. G. Richard- 
son of Lunenhurg. Before the Debate, the Colonel and my- 
self had no acquaintance. My opponent’s second, Dz. Antho- 
ny Smith, had the appointing of all the Moderators, of whom 
Col. R. was one. His certification, therefore, cannot be re- 

arded as the result of an undue bias in my favor. These are 
fis words;— 


“I do hereby certify that I was called on to act as a modere- 
ter in the =A Debate between Mr. John S. Watt and Dr. 
Thoms, which took place at the Fork Meeting House, in the 


eounty of Lunenburg, commencing the first day of August last, 


aed lasted ivedays. I attended four days, during which time 
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Dr. Thomas conducted himself with ability and very much 
like a gentleman. I considered Dr. Thomas fully able to an- 
swer any point given him by his opponent, and being called on, 
I feel it my duty to state that Dr. Thomas complied more 
strictly with the rules laid down for the: to be governed by 
than Mr. Watt. Given under my hand this 4th March, 1838, 
JAMES G. RICHARDSON.” 


( Testimony to be continued.) 


Dr. Thomas not a Schismatic, Mr. Campbell himself being 
tu ive. 

If divisions. then, are made. it is easy to see who causes 

them. He that excludes. and not he that is excluded. is the 

@chismati and the Acrelic in Paul’s estimation. Offencees 


will come: for truth is offensive to errorist Telling the truth 
to them has caused rivers of human blood to flow. As well, 
however, ! gat our opponents blame the mart liom ot Jesus, 
his Ap wstles, or the first Christians upon thems ives, as any 


division now existing upon us.—.Villennial Harbinger, p. 3, 
vol. iil. 


Ambition is to the mind, what the ca; to the faleon; it 
blinds us first, and then compels us to tower, by reason of our 
blindness. Butalas, when 1 ‘eat the su it of a vain am- 
bition, we are also atthe d } {f realmisery. Weare placed 
where time cannot improve, bul must impair us; ¥ re chance 
and change cannot befriend, but may betray us; in short, by at- 
taining all we wish, and gaining all we want we have only 
reached a pinnacle, where we have nothiog to hope, but every 
thing to i ar.— Lacoit. . 

Since our reply to the letter with adouble, signature, we have seen anoth- 


er from King and Queen, ia which the writer saye, Ciat Dr. Thomas’ an- 
swer to that epistle ts to “decide his fate.” Wt inay decide our 
fate with th ee, who cry peace, peace when there ts no peace, 
but sudden destruction at the door; (hey may cast us out as 
evil in obedience to the commandments of man: this honor, 
however, have all the faithful who prefer [ight with war to 
darkness witha false peace. But our “fate,” be it known to 
such. is not in the hands of “dust and ashes,” but in the high 
and righteous keeping of an all-wise, juef, and Abney God. 
DITUR. 





